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1.1 IEI%EZTXE%*?J*—*E  EE S EEE %%‘Hﬁiﬁﬂﬂ’\]é‘é R > fI T RESUE R B AR
—HTEFEMIEEE S > 72 Romance FEf# Latium o S5PUHACEVERZEE AL BEIZ  BEEZ FE
et TRESC > BBABZdRER 2 B2 M sl T sEA B #{b(christianized
Latin) - AfSEREE/N 7 PHEEEAVENE - /£ %EEl’]l;%%l%xﬁ%ﬂ{*ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ/%%ﬁﬁEZTZ
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H o B BRGSO R  PRAE AT AR E B S - B I 2 RSB A
Ay L TAE RIS |

1 Christine Mohrmann, “How Latin Came to Be the Language of Early Christendom” (an address at Dublin University

College,1951) https://www.jstor.org/stable/30100499 (accessed 2023, Mar.8) {EETEI | sE K EGEEZCCHA -
“Expansion of Latin in the early Middle Ages is expansion of Christianity: for Christianity has Latinity in its train and the
Northern peoples adopted Latin with the Christian faith. Latin was the language of Christianity and at the same time of

civilization.”



1.2 [ABFESE » ARV EMTHE (Anglo-Saxons) R @ H 597 FEH#FHEE S ZULIKE
HERTE T T (B Augustine [FAHVEAFIEL ) ~ 181K Canterbury E{EEH > UL T

AE S #(Latin Christianity) fEAR 72 BB - 75 ASLHYEE - %%Eﬁﬁjtﬂi(md Italic) 51 T 3
EHIK (Vulgate) BEEE - W5ef5HiaE BRI T i E R I RGOGEE (% 0 Ho
oo ) ATEE o i Ry OREERE 5948 ¥ (coined new WordS) ; Iltt » T35 A B A A S S v 1
T {BRAS R RS T RENTE 2 - Hip s R o R ARG ERATHE -

AALL 0B AR E > HEEAN TSP EFRL LA RN T g
,Tﬁi SRR T 2 chE FA TG o FR- R PR = 0 King James Version(1611) >
¥ % Westcott and Hort ¢ The New Testament in the Original Greek (1881) » ! (fv& &) E

aws::z‘e%wmi% DRI e A he T(FR) Lk, AR (B YR
ABIIKIV ) FILEE 20 A A ER o B2 rGE (F]R )réva‘pa‘fi’%zéf%u’%
EEiSH B Mﬂr? COFTH(R) &y - FFRER A~ TEMERER S
Fnd E o LA AR LRHEGYF AR ”‘(ﬂ%’“' % ) uRFE LG
BoHIR2 A ANFfE T AP EERY B RSAMEI A AP L.
(1A)

3 EEIEATE B ILEDE o EHAC R RRTIGENAY New Living Translation » £ 2004 R
A5 (Introduction)Fer © (R Fsfl# ~ pEE ~ A (EAMEEZRRREY TEER ) SE5EE
26 BARKER T AN NLT % - H5/401F © we avoided using words such as

99 ¢

“justification,” “sanctification,” and “regeneration,” which are carryovers from Latin translations.

In place of these words, we have provided renderings such as “we are made right with God,” “we are
made holy,” and “we are born anew.” NLT BEUREL | AR T HELERE | 2 -

EiEE NLT WA — (A BB REE > e B B RERS - BREXHESSFEEL -7
%Eﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ’\\@ﬁﬁﬁﬂ&mT%Y%%ﬁﬂéﬁJﬁi (foﬁxﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ) o fLAh > FH
TR (S WGBS - BEBA s N8 g B

2 Blackford Condit, “common Bible is comparatively free from Latinisms yet it adopted a large number of Latin words”

in The History of the English Bible: Extending from Earliest Saxon Translations to the Present Anglo-American Revision:
With Special Reference to the Protestant Religion and the English Language (New York: A. S. Barnes, 1882) p.35 - 5
YR - —REEECJFE S B 58 Westcott m‘ﬁa?XZTX CAHSCERESY English Bible FYEIEE - EAE0R T HESR  TR3C
(3% BT 6 AR ) —4i5 3 - SCbhin T 3O EEA MR SRS (He considered English to be better
than Latin in having equivalents from the same word family) - (5[HLLF Richard K. Moorep 37 # 127 H )
3 KJIV 280 25 » 71 18 THEZE | (dwkaimow/dikaiosin) £ justification » BEITEAIAEEAR (Vulgate)fir | 32
justificationem ; FREFIERTIU 3 T ERAEEREE | (aywaopdc, hagiasmos) 2 sanctification > JRAITEIIASE S
sanctificatio - thyEERERI Efr T B4 - 281 » th KWV B - HERE ATLEEA Wycliffe's Bible =25 Vulgate » Hif
SEHP justifying (ZEPU 25 - 77 18) 1 holiness (WGRTIU 3) » {zkilIR il KIV BIRr TR » AR - 17T
1% ERR FHEE E 22 409 New American Bible(1970) %12 =Ey48&sr » HAFZEPT 25 2% justification » {HiLFTIT 3
& holiness 7R {GT K T ZHERAS Vulgate - AT, > s28FIE AR ZE K ~ fHEAL T(RAY KIV 86E » g mBiaR
"G ) BAREM P REARRELGEL - b -



o AR -
L4 DU e REES TR iREog T s ) (E0sFEe - SRALT SCERGEREE T ENRE -

PTREH B TSI LARE - R{EREFE ustification by faith)(f§52 512 - EEMTE SHIH
Bz #EE - TEHBESEFEIRCEREZCE - BN Vose Seminary 5255 Richard
Moore {532 H 1 " fE# | (righteousness / justify, justified/righteous) Y J5 7l S F AR Sucan
FEYIZSEAMR T CFFIRT (BRI E) © Swaoodvn®, dikadw®, dikawog’,
Sucaiopo,dikainotc, Siwonokpioio » FrorHigH (FEE two-word-family ) H#EFTERERFZE - & Edts
T E RSN G Y 2 50 AR EREER justification ( EXXEEN T &¥) @ A
rectification FE#Z (Moore 122) ° o (2EAEII— 15-17 ; 28— 16-17 » = 21-26 FEEEE -
faE o~ Ik B ,ﬁﬂffﬁfﬁaffﬂﬁﬁfﬁﬂ (Moore 123 ) = Moore 7 Fsf3# {515 = (relational model of
justification) » bt 7105y WIAH - Feb 9= - BB FERE (Moore 130) 5 32 "T85 | IEIE
BiE B TA TR RAEESSR "HME, RBAE 6 2 8EHL=8 " XEHSH
SRl EREE "B 2’ THRE L NATE IR T —EEAMAL - SLEBHIR

10

Moore Bff » S RIFEFEEFUNLL T W09 | AR - T ) SEENETHL—ER
F2 > 4785 H (still prevails) (Moore 134) AARGHT T2 Ry BATEED CRE %
PO i REE e AR o B Fip- JpkiTe Er it THRR AR + AR /‘I}%J
oot A EARTHETRPE m%‘?{% TSR e (1B)

W NAE B IS #482E Alister E. McGrath - ¥ T EZHFE | YIFRERIZENE

lustitia Dei - A History of the Christian Doctrine of Justification (Cambridge University Press, 2005)
(F5[H third edition) « ** fIBAER © T FEFZFE L AR EHIRVEIIHY - i T ABE(Latin-based)
AVHER(ERLSE - | (p.3) MERAEEESE ~ INhAEIEESS [ f855/ justification / iustificatio ($iI
T30, WS > BE _LFIEE R U) s TN/ ustitia (FII] 3C) / righteousness |
(p.6) - ZEFMEAR: - BLEEAHER (A -

R 1T (KA 0 =26 (5P EEE) 0 =30 (FiEE) =8 (FEE)

5 43 - righteousness + ZRFE BRI AE HIB 40 2 -

® Bl ¢ justify B justified - ZEESFIIHCREF I 23 X -

T JP4EE ¢ righteous » ZESERIMMALCCEH LI 8 K -

8 [ r#EHHE Technical Paper » PRIEFAFIATIE » ZRIEILRIRE » 52 Richard K. Moore,” An Unresolved Dilemma
in English Bible Translation: How to English Paul’s Use of the Awat- Family” The Bible Translator 2020, Vol. 71(1)
120-136, p.121-128 - https://journals.sagepub. com/doi/epub/lO 1177/2051677019899455 (accessed 2022, Oct.22) -
SEAN justification DUAFRFERE - rectification JREAERME » SEAMEEAEHFNEAESE (WHZE) FREIE -
1E ~ BUE ~ BEOESE -

10 537 : Nor can it mean “righteousness” in the sense of the gift of a righteous disposition. If that were the case, there
would be no point in Rom 6-8, containing as it does numerous exhortations and encouragements to lead a right life.
However, it is within the divine prerogative to grant a right status, that is, a right relationship. ( Moore 131)

MR L B AR (Alister E. Mcgrath)  (FREAERRE) (&1L KEEHF > 2008)



* A 3ni T2 %/righteousness | £ ENH X R NFIER o p 1Y %ﬁ%%&fjﬁﬁﬁif?%#d 3 =
ﬁ%%Jfﬁiﬁﬁf—i?FQEJ—%E%?°FWﬁ’&ﬁfé%¢Eﬁiﬁgilkﬁﬁi’E#
EAELR G Sy kAR, RE R E TR T oK e TAT | Sr A kgw g
T8 12 3591 T AE N BREA N TRE  EFHATH R 3 A2 B E R
"HE ) AR E k- B DA A | (5 EfRA RIS KL E )
At p SATRA FRN T 0 &) BT o BEELIKN- 54 FY Thopmes o d
TEIBFELEFN & BRI EON F A OERE T\ﬁ—*ﬁ ’rﬁ;%u Wiad s

Ao RLF o BRI REE SRR ST A oot ABRPTRLLT 2
A fare P23 5 ?Igl U 'ﬁrﬁ ARy TRE R ﬁ\J LR oo A1 (10)

B EEMEZRNT T E IR ) AIIREEE S Ame Redse » 1 BITBFRAL T S iustificatio {EILA#

st DA EAERERIEN RN EAR — R ARCS RIS RN T S — BT et 2Rk S
ﬁeﬁzé’ﬂ?%f‘?ﬁﬁ%@ HHTHERE o ) 1 MRS [ ERIERATERE T i EMEE  (deification
/Beomdmocig or Oéwaig)(f I rfﬁaaﬂ GRS ) o BERPE A RIAIES » Redse 2 =RZMH—
= - TEEE R RE S (G T g i R R > SR EEERIARE (AA
o AEREE A TREE ) A TEEE e P

AARZE- AWAARLL O FILAREFRERZ A REFIoNIZET R DER K5
T e XA RBFOL T F RN LR (A0 %) BATREEL 2R 6 F
ma et i (efpk ) &7 B2be ek § 57 FBR PR F 0 7 BARMARE
FOD o RGN MAY A ERERET AL PO KIE PSP TS # A
LA IR TER ) gk RHEERTATL L - (1D)

BN WP TR EER BB ERE (B TIERSERGET T EBE) - BT THyHEE
TESEM 5 AV T 55 B EJELY\E’—@%E% miERAHY B R > S H RN T &
SN E R HER > (o B R (E AR O 0 R R 2 4 AR [E] (will never again to mean the same
thing) - 1

2 OSHME R (—BIWEIEE R IRZ R R R R ) (B - BN 0 2018) - 296 -
13 Arne Redse, “The Doctrine of Justification as an Object for Contextualization” (79-205) in 'Justification by Grace
Alone' Facing Confucian Self-Cultivation (2015 - brill.com) https://doi.org/10.1163/9789004302587_004 (accessed
2022, Oct.22)

=7 : Through a tradition of interpretation and translation — from Hebrew into Greek, and then into Latin — the term
“justificatio” came to refer to the process of achieving a right relationship with God with all which this involves.
(1bid.79)

BB 57 ¢ “(3) The Eastern church never developed an interest in Roman law as did the early theologians of the Latin
West.” H AR 2 R BB S B MsS S fafiE % “(1) The Orthodox stress upon the direct encounter of the
human person with the Holy Spirit. (2) The concept of deification is particularly suited to a marriage with Neo-
Platonism.” (Ibid.80)

16 patricia Wilson-Kastner, “Grace as Participation in the Divine Life in the Theology of Augustine of Hippo” (135-
152) in Augustinian Studies Volume 7, 1976. https://doi.org/10.5840/augstudies197677 (accessed 2022, Oct.22) p.135
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K PBE2F 0 BAKIH 6 EF AR A FI L PoKks o Ko L Rlo
FAPET Lade Rk BREF! "‘%”w R - TARR AN o BARTAL F AR
fee @RPLEAFRET - FF L o BAPRITOHF - LLH% %Hr;;zk#aa&t;m B %
(holiness) ## w 3> 7 2 s e ¥ (sanctification) » BLA f]f;/,,\ SRS SR S M G P S 4
Flyfr T2 s 25 (FEIAEA F ) 0 AARG - F2F L7 tig- TRp2EL
R s Jot @ ;;I#z HRFER P M iEa enit e 4G TEpa s e Fh o %ﬂ_awmg{.
Fondrr2dradrr o LI ERAPNE > 204 g Lo o (1E)

2. WA E4E © Barr IR HRSCRIA RS

51% @ James Barr §_= #% (s é_ﬁ??‘;%ﬂéﬁﬁiﬁ’% EE = § » L BRIL R R € ndpR
(1951 #462) F et d lfcgd & » 20 % % .:;a{%:o;; SEA S EA S FiEE D H B
% & A v 2 iv 8 % & 5 The Semantics of Biblical Language (London: Oxford University Press,
1961) - g "Th~jfis | AR HEI FEY RLEZ B BIOENITHFEG - A2
EAERPFEFTIEMABID T L A B 0 2o e R (FE5 R T ik)
https://vdoc.pub/documents/the-semantics-of-biblical-language-6fufvv36gm8&0

2.1 A EEREL » EHFCER  HAEFSHERE A EtsE AR A E NS S
{7 (linguistic evidence) ° Barr DIEE S ANE M B H 23 55 RE -

ot s S (semantics)F fRyeB 5 B2 — 0 f » TR TR SR B e i A B A SRR A (T b Ry 55
—(EEES R - ZEEE S VAEHICETE - (p.1) BESURERLESILI R EERE
HUTHEE (B - WIS RN e - B & &84h IRSRZMEEE S (extra-biblical
religious terminology / non-religious language) (F 41522 M4 EEs0 /2B (HEE M - (p.2) Barr f5H
HRERRH A T Y FH e FE LA — LRI EESE Y (E1-152A) (Septuagint » FHE LXX) » 17
FELUN R © B4y (B R A EEEK Tanach ) FEERN AR LXX A —{ERAN: Elﬁﬁff*
H (BY) BB PR AN EERRETH » MURR R AR HE 4 /EHE
HEER RS eSS ERARNERESREREEAL - HUHHIRAZE (varying degrees)
B A S PRI B R SCA - (p.3)

Barr $2H YR (BAEZimIF KM ) AUsESCE R« REAVIER N E KPR EEN:
Pl —TEIER A NERI S - BrEyRI ARIEELYRIA > FR L3R —{lE A B /2 EiEE (translation)
t/EES S B (transculturation) R - HHET £ 5 555 5 EHVZERE (linguistic gap) ZFAEREA
T=% : P55 - ENEX(Indo-European)sBE (FHl ) MEMBRSEES (Barr 2HIALIE
130 - B AUTHER BAERE S EARIE 1T ZE . (how far and how accurately)@tﬁ’%‘ [FHY
saE ~ SOEAIREE » BET9ZE R - (p4) # % 45 &R fRCF - F F RPN B 43R


https://vdoc.pub/documents/the-semantics-of-biblical-language-6fufvv36gm80

Barr s* 2 @ #4423 £ Semantics 3l » M E2 XX T REF 24 A HKELE - 7pFEY
fF A BB e S P RG TiHERELR S TFLERE ISR EEAANER
2 - (24)

EURE B QURESCHY Barr AT A o ISR B AURE SR T ME S HOR &AL - A
EEHNELE— - FEELNER & —AVER > S T R OEENR
B — RHEARLBSPESRBEREE - LhEE- | Y

2.2 Barr f2 i} BACEREAIIRER - B SESCRE TR T (BB NSRS e/ DigE) |

5 | ERAS B — L2 24% John Macmurray HY The Clue to History(1938)#H%h « T BB AE |
IR EM: | (Christianity is essentially Jewish) o B A A 75 B 1 Bf EL (contrast) A 02 25 S iy
tH o T EEHAMT AT AR ST E A7 (1 2K JT & (truly identify the Hebraic elements) e AEFRAFTEIOMN A
HITREEC B - RR - BN AL (mind)H —{EHTER R S LY % BifERE (emotional
barrier) » RN AR M8 15 AA IRAVREERMESRIEES - DI ERTEE (interpret away)Jf
KITER > IEA0— S iE2 0t - (p.8)!®  Barr 557 » FAEHE AEM ST 20 Hag HEEE
B TR A LRSS T A SR HIR T BRI SE. (R ) A3 Wi 2 S e
W o BEIOEPHEUAIR LB K ¥4y - BIsRsimIRIREE ~ W& UsE St ~ SNEE
LIRSS R B R T BRI KB A IR NEU BT - | ¥ i —REPESESRR | DA
JRSCEE AR A R EAE (Greek thought) < (p.9)

23 Barr f5H T Wiy, B4 > nIfE =S EEIIE A EE

E— > FF 1k (static)f1E) 7 (dynamic)

7o I B4 AR B2 V) BB (contemplation) » F{HRAZfTE (action) - ° EFAFIEA TE), R
TR E & (ultimate reality) » [RAEEHY (changeless) R EE ; BN AEA| AT TEIFIENRE

(movement) A /EHE » MNMAVELENEE © RILIMNE > AR GRS MNE(appearance) A EH {F
HIEE > SR (LAY B2 (phenomena) » (HAARHE —EEAF IEAE » 18 (change)Bi/E Tk

17 JE 37 ¢ “This means that a reinterpretation of the New Testament in terms of its setting in the Hebraic mind, rather
than in terms of its Hellenic affinities, becomes essential.” (p.6)

1 Barr fift— U fERE - TIRETS AU B G HUS BEFIER M " 2RR ) e (RRRETAEESL) -

19 JE 57 ¢ “The first is the reaction against the predominantly analytic and divisive techniques of literary criticism which
were so dominant early in the century in biblical study. Against the tendency to fragmentation of the biblical traditions in
literary criticism..... The second circumstance is the reaction specifically in the New Testament sphere against the
‘Hellenistic’ interpretation of large parts of the New Testament, with its emphasis on the Greek environment, on the
normal koine character of NT language, and on the influence on the Gentile church of mystery religions, of Hellenic
philosophy, and of the more emphatically Hellenized forms of Judaism.” (p.9)

D BERAEEE ((EERAIEY) =LA TEST © « things originally spoken in Hebrew do not have the same force when
they are translated into another language.” from lustitia Dei A History of the Christian Doctrine of Justification, third
edition, Alister E. McGrath( Cambridge University Press, 2005) P.7



HZM% - LI NRIEEREHE IERAEHE (reality)BifFH (being) FVERE > JTHRAMATERE
HVERE - NUASNENTTEINIENRR - BLAZEHRT - (p.10-11)

AARE T IATR AT ARG FANL G EEREF FF o L4 Jim Clowes 4
Fagh (0o BRERAAFES 2 PEE o FEAERE :'17&}%(order)’ - iR EAR
(an intellectual process) & % #% & ¥ 1L (reason) ; # Mk A FREEZ »H hf|id 4 £ 0 nwgE
% & (heart and will) ¥ 44 4 41 {7 5 (deed/action) » & = % Jig (Word) » 23f % ¢ (257 4p 5
P - PUERFE R - A FEEFRTEF oo HF DR BTG A TR A
BEDOPFREE R LR BRI TEEFRA I BB A AN T T RS ik D
Bacds (Bpld? "G TRERLZ T L) et > EAREF 2 RPF WAL > A
IP“'?i‘a']}“{B ApB4ess it > F K f 5 o #7p B (Neo-Platonist) & 84 - | #» T 5 >
,T*u{"i % (degradation)fr [ % (fall) - # "8 & ]‘x;f%ﬁ A2 BRI S/ kF K EF B

? o jeRs R(mind) Wk (T HCF PEL feypo (21 BT AT ARPLITRP RS AR
%’Fuaﬁyi.uaim@ﬁg’»ﬂgzraﬂz%uf%é%iﬁ%ﬁ%’ﬁﬁ?wﬂn¢’?£.
AAF e dpd K LA AT Y 25 o P L 4F - (2B)

E—HE  HARAEGREE - IR ERE TS - EBEIESIREEES - Bar
Ryt s i@ - s AR B E M 2 B E (presupposes a realistic view of time) » ¥
MIEE TR R RETENIR S (scene) » 7kiE (eternity) SR GHES » kEIIE (LA
/i) 7f\‘?’??‘flﬁF’a’ﬁ‘@(timelessness)ﬂE]Z[lili'jF]E'Eu'ﬁZ/?]\EI’JE‘,%Eﬁﬁ‘(a higher reality than time) ; G547
2 AN AAKEC » B R fEE BN FER ) (a remote point in time) « AHEFA L » AIEAVITE
P e BB S A A B2 E"]E B~ NS TS AR 2 k= (anecdote) SRR -

E RN Ean R A — H S M T TR 52 #E% (historical process) ©  #ARAVE LA
T (R JFE S 1~ 85 (unchanging) - (p.11) (N R

£ i (abstract)FIE{E(concrete)

R B AR B GRS - P B EEFIG  BEEAMEE T4, (what is "the good") iZfh
SJgH o {Efatamiydts o B TIF ) 2R 1 BErVET Ik (static)@ X > BRIV K RS’
SRS HE (A B B(intellectualization) » FHELSSRH ER 277 » REZENE "8, AV Rk
(dissociate) THE - FHS KR EAE - ARV EBRBAIREMPEHE > MEWTrEWER (B
BELE) BHE E@Eﬁ{%ﬂ\‘%@%ﬁ’\%‘%qj Iﬁﬁ%m‘%%ﬁfxﬁﬁbqj (FEEBRNE R
EB) o Barr 50 Fyis WA B AR EE » AR ER R BEEY 38 (commonplaces) © (p.11-12)

AAREAF LY S PR EAN F DT EL RN FRATF 0 RS TR
i FRRROLARY ATEAFRE R (AL E)*1§ﬂﬁbr#d%ﬁ*§

2L #55]H Jim Clowes, “Early Christian Wisdom: Active Faith” A Watkins Senior Honors Thesis. &S H BRI H
HA > Bty B AEE Ak 5§ Thorleif Boman £4% Hebrew Thought Compared with Greek - & & ©



WL d e CAEAHERI A RS AREFDRRL T AV R R AR TH Y
KL BN T E RO EN ST LBARE WG N UREAHE
2 ul,g?#i Fa e # ] %:( ’ iﬁ;Barri_}— }E’}:&."(zC)

= BN ARBESHYEEE

TehrE LA AR T (duality) - AFIHVEESEGEIAN ECH REA TR B RS - 2k EAEHY
BIERETFEENIA > BRBESEADFHEMEE/H—  RAERNERNARRYME R ZHY

A B SESEER SRR ENEAR o ATk BAEGE A TS EERE M (within a totality) ; FHiE
BIEE A2 {ER8 M (as an individual) > FLEAE E AR FRIEA ~ B —EiER
(collectivity by grouping individuals together) o #[1L > F g EHE & HIR(E A5 [25EHE T ~ §71E
[ 2 #7128 5 FAAARWI AL > RINZIELE R SR B A FR ustice) F1 i — 1 & & A (social totality)
(p.12-13)

AARG - fEE R MER TR A oA RF k2RI, 2 FE L Y PATEOR
SRETHA 2amn AR PS4 THEMO S, 240 c L HhT < B AL Khe
fag (WwHEARBATRBAFE28) 7FLE A - (2D)

2.4 ZREZRER * Barr SRR ERENEBE (Jewish basis) VR B HUEEFEENE - J72EER
BB AR R EIRNEON UL » BIILA_ERTERAIAR B R ARERIAY " Z43¥1L , (splits and
distinctions unknown to the Hebrews) 5RRE | FEEESEL( being and becoming) » BE{FHE
4N (reality and appearance) - BFfE]Ef7k 3R (time and eternity) - BHEEAEEFH (body and soul) »
BIEAYE (spirit and matter) - ZEFEEA{ERE (group and individual) - (p.13) AFEECN AT,
A HIER AR M SR 2 fy B B A BE SR T A (A 2R S E A o =
A 45 = classical Hebraic mode of thought) » BLA &{FAEAIZE @ R EIRASUEFIFEE -
(p13) 2435 > Barr FRB I L RF > FRHENT S AR P o RAFFHRLET X
Mo/ /tm, BFFEN (2L V I MALFIAEIARPDEF Y FiE (T §)
FREE chz P oY S 3§ & 71 3 (comparative study) > ﬁ&i‘i A THe 2L
{ & iR § ?(2E)

EREERE > MRS ENROREENR S - AR EITESE © (p.14) —(ERRERVEE
RE > B EACE AT B L ERCEARARTES - #ad e A EARVHIERSE © HiN
RUSHERTEE AV 2SR - e (S0P BEEEEREAER - (p.15) B8 > AmihiRME
TR AHAC Y B R E E(conerete) 4~ AR IESE © (p.16) B4 > Shema —
¥ e AIFEERENER - NS REREhavEE TR (listen/hear) - (2 AR 2 T HE
fit ) HEEATE ) (dynamics) BV AETE TR - BEIEAEREEETE Shema L < %

Barr B2 H—{EA#EAYRRE © FranER A BN A IRERER CORREVE ) » K EREY

2 https://torahlifeministry.com/teachings/articles/23-bible-study/65-the-hebrew-v-greek-world-view.html



HEER A AARHEEREE S © (EMSE RGP EE - /ERBURHIERS (vechicle) » THEEEE
B A - RS BT R {ERIC ? (p.19)

2.5 AEHEE B _ IO EBOL R EHER R ST ) - DULERET T sESAIbTTTEE | i
Gl

Barr &t > BEZARRE IR S8 B HAFA ORI - (HERZ ARG FE SO es G —ReE S 2
(poorly integrated with general linguistics) o IEWIAZHEHEE S 4ERENVARES © A0 EAEAVEhE
GhE - DLES B IREE S ,ELE‘\Z*?F%(mental structures) VRS ~ A5 (2K BAEFREZ ARSI
B S Y AT REMEECA TTREMESE - 12 B = MEWTST (linguistic study) #2259 < (p.289)

Barr 5% Ry A — st = S20ERE - MEAF TIVERDS T MR AL G AREESHE
LSV L R AR ERNE - R 2 RE EAEFIMIRCER - R e e isE S Mt
B R BNV, - | 2 BHEFESEE R » s - LHEEARE
=525 HIFIRH *”\%DFETEE’]%%% ° (p-291)

firEE B BEE o FEAAREESNEBIEE LS E8ENGEEE 6 » BRI
INEIEARE « BTSN E ARSI R misuse) B S & TE (p.292)% - 20
A BAE R A AR R - A sE R » BN FEEFR S (semasiology) ~ HHEREE
(phonology) ~ ;2 (morphology) ~ £ (philology)® % - (p.292) Barr {EAEES /K%ﬂ:k%?
" & ) 7Y word study BFEIAY Kittel i TDNT KFHL KA - RE R EFERE
(etymology) o ?° Barr 53531~ - R RIELRE 5 1 FEL 1% A s H917 LR (actual meaning) ©

2 JH7 : “This defect is made fatally serious in some of the contrasts between Greeks and Israelites in their linguistic
and thought structures, as we have already seen, in that most of these comparisons have not made a real investigation of
the Greek structure, but have rather assumed it to be some kind of linguistic reflection of Aristotelian logic and of the
general European point of view.”(p.291)

% EHEA%BEES I (R dEE ) © “One or two final remarks may now be made. Firstly, about the
understanding of linguistics among theologians...... | have shown by examples of the misuse of such data that false
assumptions about language are widely current in certain theological circles.”(p.294)...... “Too many theological
minds are moulded in their appreciation of language by the three following elements: the simple and semi-scientific
way of ‘learning Hebrew’ (or Greek), designed for the limited aim of reading the biblical texts, and perhaps
achieving this aim reasonably well, but giving no understanding of the quite different methods required for an approach
to many questions; the interest in etymology, coupled with a neglect of other aspects of historical linguistics and
hence a failure to realize the strictly historical nature of etymological study; and the notion of the reflection of Hebrew
thought in Hebrew language.”(p.295)...... “Only by a direct and systematic approach to the significative function of
language in general can false theological methods of interpretation be adequately resisted. This book has developed a few
examples where such methods are criticized. It is probable that a greater awareness of general semantics, of general
linguistic method in all its aspects, and an application of such awareness in biblical interpretation, would have
valuable and important results for theology.”( £&&E45:5)(p.296)

% Barr 57 R PARE B ENBRGE SCERAERE - 2 ARRST PO AR B 8 4 (very strongly religious mind)
(p.292)

% Gerhard Kittel's Theological Dictionary of the New Testament ff5Z_F 2300 == (-ff%E) Mipks&HEZ - {2 Barr

MG AEEE T EL T TSRS (failure to get to grips with the semantic value of words in their contexts)
(p. 231)



(p-109) HLIRERFLLSS—E? H#L5F J.Marsh f1 O.Cullmann ( 7 F) FEFEEAH K (lexical
methodology) MIEFEEENYFHE (BREHRHTFHERRZEZEHIEHE) -

Barr IR B A OO 7RSS L8~ WFRCCH 2L WAL
SRV BB - *° BE L BSHOSIRCHE L5 E5 - RIRCCE
IR 2R S A5 R B (b (Hellenizing) T HERRER (AR SAVEAEH - 2 & 4305 « 84
HERFAEFEFATFA S A RN 1 it FAaFIFhMYFLEEF 7 &
TAREAF N FHE o RET D S Barr 2R3 5 _fﬁéi;—'g D APNE T 1 mff;lgk °
(2F)

3. WA RREER (R KERED

3.1 fEPE TR 5L » e A B S AR R P H R AU R (categories ) & iRl =TT A i &
NFEEREHIRUR » REs » A AR SCEE » SRR FrEiA# i (stative) B3 » A BIREFLA

" | (hayah/to be) &5 ZF5 © 1 fs(come to be)sl S i (become) ~ [F] £ (to be present) ~ - 4 fif
B (come), B —FHIEEFRZEFIFAH/{F(F(akind of being) » (HEFA LIS NS being
T ANAE & B (inner activity) » AN EFSEAVR RS ECZ B H CAY A (something objective or a
datum at rest in itself) ( [E4[ being “FAFFSHE 2 ) - %0

3.2 THFAEH L R A K ¢ B Barr [EHAZNATT R A EAEHY Thorleif Boman - 7EH K
Y€ Hebrew Thought Compared with Greek, Trans. J. L. Moreau( London: SCM Press, 1960) [J;7Z
{#3Z © Das Hebraische Denken im Vergleich mit dem Grieschischen (Gottingen: Vandenhoeck &

Ruprecht, 1952)] » fi b 50 H4flEm " H22bbir ) AU H (3.2-3.4 HEAZE )

Boman 5 #i i S AR 20 P8 T RIS 20— B4R - BRAMIuEfE R BERIER F (present) » [=]F]
L EARK (future) » [A1{&ZEIE 48 75 (past or perfect) o (p.124) K] H A 3 4E A E )
(successive movement) > B 58 EH - ZHEATFRIR > FERRRER —0RER - (p.125) BEE R IR EEE

27 James Barr, Biblical Words for Time, Studies in Biblical Theology No. 33 (London: SCM Press, 1962). p.24-33.

8 oy 2“there will still be good reason for theologians to hesitate before assuming that the ‘implicit metaphysics’ of
the Hebrew language, and of the Greek New Testament as influenced by it, are symmorphous with the structure of
Jewish-Christian theology...... it must be remembered that in theological study the concept of structural linguistics and of
language systems has hardly yet come to be known, and their values have hardly been recognized, much less
exhausted......”(p.295)

PJEY © “when in the New Testament sphere it has appealed to contemporary Greek usage it has appeared to the
enthusiast for the Hebrew background to be ‘Hellenizing’ in tendency; the appeal to Greek usage has been thought to
exclude an understanding of the Hebrew background......”(p.296)

30 wallance Wolverton, The Distinctive Character of Hebrew Thought ( Canadian Journal of Theology, date unknown,
pp.201-204) A A A A KERT w I FIA R PR (N 312-15) A pF TP F G, AEF lam
that lam » = # 3% 1am that | will be - & 45 P s LA ReHptgDlam..



WEIAFTA e AR AR UL - EEPEEBNBUN UL RIEESUE ~ EBSRIEL B,
HNFAA UL (BRSEFERERIUE - RERAFME Bedouin BRI » B 4514
R B E ABCE =R - BBEZE Eunsoo Kim ¥HFREHE - FiF > R > ~ 4 5ni

MM RECEARELA S 4B FLLH AR ERKER BRI K
Foo AR R TAFPFAARETE 0 FER T ALy 0 25 R TALET

43 UFERTRCNEE o Aa o PALE A 0 2 5T 2 %0 (3A)

i R o B - 2 EA AR E o SRR B - B R R R T I o] R E 2 Al
iy ~ K887k 22 (immoveable and unalterable eternity) » 7k iBEIF I AYE R (archetype) HALFETE
FE(perfect) BT HYZE[EIME (spatial )2 R & A = 1 M4 (three-dimensional )} & B VU A M © (p.127-
128)

Bl Boman EH T EmEAY @ & Oscar Cullmann /Y Christ and Time: the primitive Christian
conception of time and history (London: SCM Press, 1951) - i@z &m0 (p.51-61) » LIE
fE(cyclical time) FoEFFE F F(Hellenism) » DL F&}4% (linear time as upward sloping line)
A& ER, BB BRI B P E IR (“fulfilled”) » 7k iZ (aion/eternity) NEH
e IR B ARE R (timelessness) HYARML » kB2 M LA SE4E RN
(unlimited endless time) - fHf » FE A KRB 2B R EIF LT _E (timeless metaphysics) :
SRR A B RRBOE DRI - /B IR R &RV S (time-bounded world)i#F = MHF A 2 53
S (timeless beyond) °

3.3 DIRE AV H tHH I R EIRVRESAHERE - SR AR S RIMIRVELE > DLEs A A3
A CRAN 114 BIUHANS ) (BERRAE - HMEARZ KR ~ HERZ B - efifE
K EHBRZ A JUERE > TR e R R EZARUE AR (41 Christmas 1 St. Johnson
Day SRR KIGIERZNLE ) - EEE LIES NEZA FHRIER - FER AL, H 58
(BRI B EMEERIETRA > R RA RS0 - MEfER EMNIRENEPERMER - &7
ik~ A ERDLENDREE - FITERERHH © (p.130-131)

FERANERE @ FERKGEERED - TER A ZATEREK - AREADLAR - B
RHVEEES o NERAKIEREREE - # -\t B ZERERTER % (circular) - Ti2HRE
M (rhythmic)[E$#(round dances) © FFREIHAA(H AR AAZ R H 4R (linear) SRS (cyclic) - i

31 Eunsoo Kim, Time, Eternity, and the Trinity: A Trinitarian Analogical Understanding of Time and Eternity (OR.
Eugene: Wipf and Stock Publishers, 2010) p.28 - iz &2 H =—WE L (TEDS) i+ » FE4LAY Kevin
Vanhoozer #5248 » HEE—53 5y THFEBKE | FEE - FES - TWEMEN R (FRE)  SfEaREM
T Hi% (abstract) I 7 (chronological time) - th HIRAEF AR ELE - I FEE “only a late development in the
Hebrew thought, which was an influence of the Babylonians.” Chronological time 7 %5I[}/A “concrete or realistic
conception of time of the Bible” (p.29) - Ft/E “the essence of time lies in the concrete happenings or events and it's
specific content as a living relation” (p.30) -~ H[If775 (being) & BiEhRE(dynamics)f A B BRI » T EIZRSCBl R SOk

& E B (motionless)RIE E £ (fixed being) ; BAFFLERT » HEAE(motion) RAEE (reality) - 1= J7HIF
TEREE WA B IREES - (p.31)



TERREGIR o IR RS > NEHERSY - ER R R » I - F AR OHEER - 7R
ETEEAGR - (p.134) BRLLESIA > Bt BEFAERE (S FEERER - (p.135)
IRFfEIAE A Hei'E (qualitative) - JYNFFEIEEFREFEIAE (8L ME) - (p137,139) ZfL
It RSB RENE - BEFHT RIS ESCRTHHAVEIE (completed or incomplete
action) © (p.144) FRUAA AR AR ERAE G AR MRS » T DAAAE P ER M R E 2 - %

3.4 R BACCESITEINIRR (5 - ATDAAD TR ) WRAHERIBATRE (R DU e (Fal
TTEIRIEERENE) © WIRSCRER A - EERERIEMES () HERMIFeBRAE
ABIATEITH ° (AAE : EHRSHEEESEEERE)

B A ARSI R A MME Tk Elolam | > 2 H 52 PRFAVEEfHE (unbounded time) » N Ef5
AR £ DIYMbeing beyond time) » AR L7 1 EifEHH{E AT T HERHE
Fir ) (55 145:13 5 {H 12:7 ; £ 26:4,40:28 ) (p.152) &~ ~n s M€ A& (& % Finall
generations )~ £} T E v X EbE ) E S M RETHERIEEREF L E A L XA L5 VX
Tk oA ETES s B AMEE *Eiﬁ."lg%fgﬂ%éﬁ AT 25 EFAREAL 4 0

& %2 % 0 (3B)

HEIEFIARUREC » BAEE LA E 8 & (deas) - H{ETEIFANSEFRURE T - B
AN > FERHVEFAER E AT BUR BRG] 50 & (memorable) Y H(f: » & F LR EE
HEL =) FEIA - iR PR A E e 8 (cyclical/spiraling time) « 4 fif
TEAEE SRR HAFAE (being) © 1157 N30 - g & i dan# (propositions) i 2 AF HATE)
(actions) o (p.171) A A5 & > B AT EHH FRE 2L 5 > & Lo m iT* ,T&L{% £
HFIMA AL L BEP BT &350 2 12 B (propositional truth) - & E Rt A (EFH)
R FITE THEIRE » Fadge F O A PEEHR 235 7 28 &5 frat 245
E LR —‘ﬁ’ Stanley Grenz i# ¥4 Revisioning Evangelical Theology: A Fresh Agenda for the 21st
Century(1993), Renewing the Center: Evangelical Theology in a Post-Theological Era(2000 ),
Beyond Foundationalism: Shaping Theology in a Postmodern Context(2000), # &7 &4 4 &
B e (30)

4. WA E4E - B8 RE

IREREAFEIR R RIEELUR LY - HERRITHIRRSCE T 5848 (LXXY - FEERTS [HYELIR

32 “Instead of placing themselves at some point or other on an imaginary time-line, the Hebrews proceed from the time-
rhythm of their own life.” (p.145)

33 “he revealed himself when he acted and created.(p.171)...... The creation of the world by God, in the Old Testament, is
not an absolute fact important in itself; rather, creation is thought of as the inauguration of history.” (p. 172)

34 https://torahlifeministry.com/teachings/articles/23-bible-study/65-the-hebrew-v-greek-world-view.html



#HEIL) > FTLAREIE R - B KA et aE E e AR © & )7 95 R Jan Joosten,
“Hebrew thought and Greek thought in the Septuagint : Fifty Years after Barr’s Semantics” » .24
President of the International Organization for Septuagint and Cognate Studies 2&% [H: 3%~

Society of Biblical Literature 2011 4% 11 H 19-22 HAYF & (FEFEHEFS% )

5 ¥am_F 2 Boman 1952 FFHYE (2002 A HEEEIA T RN ) —(EE2ffr{EE% the Sapir-
Whorf hypothesis *° : WA E AR EARE » BEGENNSREAAELDE © BUEH
RAEBEANRE - HEth B2 A BRI R EERARINC (e LXX R E) o ZoUE LXX T

TR DA IR S E A AR AR - B8 KEE S AR E TR, -
S RRE L - RS AR R AR G E S B EE (denaturation of its
theology) ? Joosten HgH iy 2 EL -

F— > FE=EAI 0] 4 (Translation and Translatability)

Joosten i 22 2 HH4E 1B B2 {F 22 i 5 bl B2 (full-fledged academic discipline) » E:FH ]
SIS BRI 5 (traductologists)3hkt - MFRIARAIHIT » HwebeBl AFIBOHA (HE3
A BRI B (p.3) ¢

British Phrase Apparent meaning @G AE#E) | Correct translation(ErEENEE)
I disagree & I don’t want to discuss it
I hear what you say he accepts my point of view
any further
With the greatest respect I respect you I think you are wrong, or a fool
I'll bear it in mind I'll take care of it I'll do nothing about it
Correct me if I'm wrong I may be wrong, please let me I'm right, don't contradict me

Shttps://www.academia.edu/1173650/Hebrew_thought_and_Greek_thought_in_the Septuagint_Fifty years_after_Barr_
s_Semantics

R 1929 SR ARHIVE R, | SES ST EMAEIEE I - #£2 1 John J. Gumperz and Stephen
C. Levinson ed., Rethinking Linguistic Relativity (Cambridge: CUP,1996); Iman Tohidian, “Examining Linguistic
Relativity Hypothesis as One of the Main Views on the Relationship Between Language and Thought,” Journal of
Psycholinguistic Research 38 (2009): 65-74. & {Bascil K AR EE A A g 2 BT - BAURIMEAYERETIERZ Joosten
JESL -

87 JH7 © “Biblical notions are typically expressed in Hebrew, and Hellenic conceptions in Greek. What is at issue is
whether the link between language and thought is a necessary one.”(p.1)



i2 4 BRI > RS N AEET# (untranslatable) 95~ ? %0 Mg LXX N/ DB HER SRR E
ZE=E (E/VHRESEEIMTE) - e EFMIEY - FEENTHERNA RS  BLESE
AREBA (AR R (diom) - MR T EIRTIRATSEE | (A 33:15) ERGEE @ TERITELIS
A~ EBEHIA AR ORI E eI AT > B T48Er (AREREEER ) - EEEE LXX HYHL
CEMIARAEASERE S ELUREE (23) ¥ A 4i 33 (i) FHREg o

T oo F G RRTFIEE F e R B FERFAF Y & o fﬁlf Acgaed L R 7
A ER o fos Aop (¥ A &€ King James Bible 5 %~ v thiEgm A > 5 T3
VR AR R £ 1T Y gk - (4A)

B FHHIEE S IR = (Cognitive Linguistics and Associative Meaning)

LXX FIEREEREA > HB NS A FREEESHEARVAE - TF - SBAES PRERE
PR3 #5822 (lexical semantics) @ N RUERLERS: > BEoE e EE RS AAERRY T
FZHEARERVERE © (p-6) BUES > LXX W IREE T AR ERE - DEEEREE GF
) FYFHEARIFESC » BN m s " R EERERIEE = A (B 17:1) > EaiEonnil
SEERRCL dpepntog - JEATHE AR P HISRIAVE M (irreproachable/fEn[f5 5 ) - (HiSAEH
AR I - (p-8)

dEe = - SRS TREETFIE - SR MEER ARNZE R M (astonishing variety of
ways) » BEDIFEE 4 (interplay) MEEFREIRA © Joosten F{EE Barr LiltHIEEREHRE 4
% - EEHEERED - (p.9)

SRS © A ET AR ABESOI IR (A Yeshua EAHASCRE Jesus ) » fLFIAEE
JTHZRAR S B EARR W E R G A REA RN - EHERE 2 EE
EFRZ TR aRERHBH % (propositional correspondence) ~ R/LZHE o B HEIRENE T
PUINEEASR - MRS R A IR R ER ARG A (oratory and dialectic) » AR EA{H2K L
Rtk s HER T S HEC R BEEOR MR B Bk - (HARMEERARAS L E > A2
FARARE AR NGB EE R - B REMRREET R T RRE RS S B 8 R e s
o M BHRAEMALE - NIRRT © 241 PR ERERNE S g AL S B TR AT
AHEENEEIUE - HRERERUSHEVEEER - » 4235 AF K& v iFs O kilRes

38 Joosten F¥ Fufii i A2 B HAEEE (“enriching” the target language in one way or another) » DIYMEZLRIERE
E B-:E(deepen and enlarge his own language by the help of the foreign one)(p.4) -~ ]S} LXX HYRFZE ¢ “The
Vocabulary of the Septuagint and its Historical Context” in Septuagint Vocabulary. Pre-History, Usage, Reception (ed.
E. Bonsand J. Joosten; Septuagint and Cognate Studies 58; Atlanta: SBL, 2011), 1-11.

¥ LXX 35 aorist or perfect I A&sEH - HhpaE " AR ERAISER , - HF 1908 44 7E A. B. Ehrlich {857 (F18
B ABGSKEVNHEES " ZHNERAFEEHRZIR , © The Hebrew expression is essentially analogous to
French merci (“thank you”). Etymologically identical with English “mercy,” merci originally meant something like:
“Have mercy on me if I don’t repay your kindness”). (p.5)

40 TRz EFA https:/ftorahlifeministry.com/teachings/articles/23-bible-study/65-the-hebrew-v-greek-world-view.html
4 JH7 : “The greatest exegetical fallacy was the respect of absolutist forms of theology.” (Ibid)
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